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OPINION 1092 

nn £l£? RT0MA BOURLET, 1842, AND DICYRTOMINA 
BORNER 1903 (INSECTA, COLLEMBOLA); DESIGNATION 

OF TYPE-SPECIES UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS 

RULING.- (1) Under the plenary powers 

(a) the specific name fuse us Lubbock, 1873, as published in 
the binomen Papirius fuscus, is hereby declared to be an 
available name despite the fact that Lubbock had no 

... intention of publishing a new specific name: 

(b) all designations of type-species hitherto made for the 
nominal genus Dicyrtoma Bourlet, 1842 are set aside and 
the nominal species Papirius fuscus Lubbock 1873 is 

hereby designated as type-species of that genus- 

(c) all designations of type-species hitherto made for the 
nomina 1 genus Dicyrtomina Borner, 1903 are set aside 

the nominal species Podura minuta O. Fabricius 

,,, lu 3 1S -5 reby designated as type-species of that genus- 

(d) the specific nam e minuta Linnaeus, 1767, as published in 

the binomen Podura minuta and all other uses of that 
name prior to its use by O. Fabricius in 1783 are hereby 
suppressed for the purposes of both the Law of Prioritv 
and the Law of Homonymy; y 

(e) the specific name cursor Lubbock, 1862, as published in 
the binomen Papirius cursor, is hereby suppressed for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the 
Law of Homonymy. 

Offiriirnl 1 !^ r lowing 8eneric . names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) Dicyrtoma Bourlet, 1842 (gender, neuter), type-species, 
by designation under the plenary powers in (1) (b) above 

... Papirius fuscus Lubbock, 1873 (Name Number 2049)- ’ 

° Dicyrtomina ^ Borner, 1903 (gender, feminine), 
type-species, by designation under the plenary powers in 

Number a 2050) P ° dum minuta °- Fabricius , 1783 (Name 

OfficiaM iIr h nf f ?n^Tf- ng M SpeCifi - C v 3m f s are hereby placed on the 
specified 1 " 1 f Spec flc Names ln Zoology with the Name Numbers 

(a) fuscus Lubbock 1873, as published in the binomen 
fapirius fuscus, declared to be an available name under 
the plenary powers in (1) (a) above (specific name of 
ty^e-species of Dicyrtoma Bourlet, 1842) (Name Number 
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(b) minuta O. Fabricius, 1783, as published in the binomen 
Podura minuta (specific name of* type-species of 
Dicyrtomina Borner, 1903) (Name Number 2616). 

(4) The following specific names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology 
with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) minuta Linnaeus, 1767, as published in the binomen 
Podura minuta , and all other uses prior to its use by O. 
Fabricius, 1783, as suppressed under the plenary powers 
in (1) (d) above for the purposes of both the Law of 
Priority and the Law of Homonymy (Name Number 
1020 ); 

(b) cursor Lubbock, 1862, as published in the binomen 
Papirius cursor , and as suppressed under the plenary 
powers in (1) (e) above for the purposes of the Law of 
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 
(Name Number 1021). 

HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N.(S.) 1994 

An application for the use of the plenary powers to designate 
type-species for the nominal genera Dicyrtoma Bourlet, 1842 and 
Dicyrtomina Borner, 1903, was first received from Dr Peter F. 
Bellinger (San Fernando Valley State College, Northridge, 
California, USA) and Dr Willem N. Ellis Zoologisch Museum, 
University of Amsterdam , Netherlands) on 7 February 1972. A 
revised application was agreed between the authors and the 
Secretariat of the Commission on 27 March 1972, sent to the 
printer on 13 April 1972, and published on 30 November 1972 in 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. vol. 29: 152-155. Public notice of the 

possible use of the plenary powers in the case was given in the same 
part of the Bulletin as well as to the statutory periodicals 
(Constitution Art 12b) and to eight entomological serials. The 
application was supported by Dr H.J.Gough (Jealott’s Hill Research 
Station, Bracknell, Berkshire, U.K.) and Dr P.N. Lawrence (British 
Museum (Natural History), London). No adverse comment was 
received. 


DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 6 September 1974 the members of the Commission were 
invited to vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper 
(74)13 for or against the proposals set out in Bull, zool Nomencl 
vol. 29: 1534. The following note of explanation accompanied 
the voting paper: 

“In a letter to Dr Ellis of 7 June 1974, Mrs M.A. Green 
wrote: ‘ ... you give me to understand that the nominal species on 
which you wish to base the nominal genera are themselves in a 
confused condition. Would it not be better to give the specific 
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names a firm basis (i.e. type-specimens) before asking the 
Commission to fix the genera?’ 

“Dr Ellis replied on 18 June 1974: ‘As to whether neotype 
designation would be useful, I repeat what I said to Gough. Types 
in Collembola are to be designated only when inevitable, as they are 
far from eternal. It is true that of most classical species no type 
material exists. However, there is no confusion about the 
type-species of the genera under discussion such as might obscure 
the interpretation of the genera. Dicyrtoma fusca is a very 
common, very well known species. In Dicyrtomina three species 
are customarily distinguished in the European fauna. Some workers 
(including me) are provisionally of the opinion that these three, 
differing only in pigmentation details, are conspecific. Since 
minuta is the oldest of the three names (and senior to some other 
synonyms that can be recognised with a measure of probability), 
this opinion does not affect the nomenclatural aspects. Fabricius’s 
original description is sufficiently detailed to put enough 
constraints on a possible neotype designation that no disruption of 
the concept of the genus Dicyrtomina could be the result.” 

At the close of the voting period on 6 December 1974 the 
state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative Votes - fifteen (15) received in the following 
order: Melville, Eisenmann, Vokes, Lemche, Willink, Simpson, 
Mayr, Rohdendorf, Tortonese, Habe, Binder, Bayer, Heppell, 
Alvarado, Ride 

Negative Votes - two (2): Holthuis, Nye 

Abstained: Dupuis 

Leave of Absence: Munroe, Brinck. 

Late Affirmative Votes were received from Corliss, Sabrosky 
and Starobogatov. No voting papers were returned by Kraus, Erben 
and Bemardi. 

The following comments were sent in by members with their 
voting papers: 

Holthuis: The application has not convinced me that the 
specific names minuta and fusca are sufficiently important (e.g. in 
applied entomology) or sufficiently entrenched in the literature to 
justify the complicated procedure to make them available from an 
author different from the original author. 

Nye: I am in favour of the main objective of this case but the 
authors are requesting the validation of more recent usages of a 
name rather than fixing the identity of relevant older poorly 
described nominal taxa. This can lead to further trouble with 
usages in the intervening period. The stability of the type-species of 
Dicyrtoma should be achieved by making available and validating 
the well known name “ fusca Lucas, 1840”, in conformity with the 
description and figure of fuscus attributed to Lucas by Lubbock, 
1873. As Papirius cursor Lubbock, 1862 is a junior subjective 
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synonym of “ fuscus Lucas”, there is then no need to suppress it. 
Secondly the type-species of Papirius Lubbock, J 862, is cursor 
Lubbock, and it is unsatisfactory to suppress the name of the 
type-species of a genus with an available name. Similarly, the 
stability of the type-species of Dicyrtomina should be achieved by 
validating Ppdura minuta Linnaeus, 1767, in conformity with the 
description of Podura minuta attributed to Linnaeus by O. 
Fabricius, 1783. 

Dupuis: Je m’abstiens car trop de cas sont presentes 

simultanement dans un addendum qui n’est pas meme publie. 

The Secretary invited the applicants, Dr Ellis and Dr 
Bellinger, to comment on the remarks made by Dr Holthuis and Dr 
Nye. Dr Ellis said that although neither species did any harm, they 
were large (for Collembola) and extremely numerous and were thus 
often cited in faunistic and ecological papers. In Salmon’s 
catalogue (Bull. ent. Soc. N. Zealand , vol. 7, 1964) he counted 72 
references to minuta and 52 to fusca in the period 1926-60. He was 
opposed to validating fuscus Lucas and minuta Linnaeus, since 
those names would mean nothing to taxonomists, who would be 
obliged to work with the literature where they appeared as fusca 
Lubbock and minuta O. Fabricius. Any future taxonomist looking 
for the original references to the former names would get nowhere 
unless he knew of the Commission’s ruling. 

Dr Bellinger said that accepting minuta Linnaeus, 1767, as 
type-species of Dicyrtomina might lead to that genus being 
considered a senior synonym of Entomobrya Rondani in the other 
suborder of Collembola. As for "Podura fusca Lucas”, that is quite 
obscure, but from his reference to Geoffroy it cannot be Dicyrtoma 
fusca. In his opinion, S. fuscus Lucas, if it could be interpreted at 
all, should be regarded as being the same as Podura fusca L. In that 
event, Dicyrtoma would become a senior objective synonym of 
Allacma Bomer, in another subfamily of SMINTHURIDAE. 

Dr Holthuis remained unconvinced by these replies. In 
further correspondence it was possible to establish (a) that the 
specific names concerned could not be stabilised by means of 
neotypes because of the difficulty of preserving specimens of this 
group of Collembola for any length of time in a satisfactory 
condition; and (b) that Podura minuta Fabricius, 1783 is a junior 
homonym, not a subsequent usage of Podura minuta Linnaeus, 
1767. The applicants admitted that they were seeking a pragmatic 
solution that would safeguard stability by giving respectability to 
the two mistakes made by O. Fabricius in 1783 and by Lubbock in 
1873. Dr Holthuis still maintained his view. 

In the course of the above correspondence, Dr Lemche 
provided valuable help by translating a part of O. Fabricius’s 
description from Danish into English. The Secretary gladly records 
his gratitude to Dr Lemche. 
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ORIGINAL REFERENCES 

The following are the original references to names placed on 
Official Lists and an Official Index by the ruling given in the 
present Opinion: 

cursor, Papirius , Lubbock, 1862, Trans, linn. Soc. London , vol. 23: 
436-438 

Dicyrtoma Bourlet, 1842, Ann. Soc. ent. Fr ., vol. 10, Bull. (4me 
trimestre): xl-xli 

Dicyrtomina Bomer, 1903, Sitzungsber. Ges. naturf. Freunde 
Berlin, vol. for 1903 (3): 167 

fuscus Papirius , Lubbock, 1873, Monograph of Thysanura and 
Collembola: 120-122 

minuta, Podura, O. Fabricius, 1783, K. danske Vidensk. Selsk. Skr., 
vol. 2 (2): 307 

minuta, Podura, Linnaeus, 1767, Syst. Nat., ed. 12,voL 1: 1013. 

CERTIFICATE 

I certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (74)13 were cast 
as set out above, that the proposal contained in that voting paper 
has been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and that the 
decision so taken, being the decision of the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the 
present Opinion No. 1092. 

R.V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 
4 April 1977 


